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From: audrey patterson

To: Mike Powell

Dale: 1/22/(03 11:28PM

Subject: fair, accurate news reporting

The Federal Communications Commission is currently considering a proposal to abandon many of the
regulations concerning media ownership in the United States. The proposed changes would affect
everylhing from television to radio to newspapers, and would fundamentally reshape the nationbs media
structure at the local and the national level. Basically it will concentrate control of the nationbs media into
the hands of a few corporations. These corporations will decide what is newsworthy, and what isnbt. So
anything that is critical of them or the people they like wonbt get reported. And people like me who are
just "regular, non-important” citizens will not have a chance to make our voices heard, or lo get any
coverage of issues that are importantto us. So all I'm saying is, please, keep the media fair and accurate.

peace, love, unity B
X0X0

audrey

The NEW Netscape 7.0 browser is now available. Upgrade now!
hilp://channels.netscape.com/ns/browsers/download.jsp

Get your own FREE, personal Netscape Mail account today at http://webmail.netscape.com/
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From: Justin Wallace

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/23/03 10:50PM

Subject: Fair, accurate news reporling

Dear Mr. Powell:

] am writing to tell you of my opposition to the
proposed changes by your agency to the current
Media Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does
not serve our demaocratic society based upon
democratic principles, but instead undermines

it. Following World War IlI, our government
placed restrictions upon news media outlet
ownership because of how totalitarian regimes
used controlled media concentrated in the hands
of a few corporations and government agencies to
control their people and move the world towards
war. The proposed changes to the current Media
Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought to
defend from our country's birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by
the FCC about the current media marketplace are
focused almost entirely on the economic impact
of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore

the public's interest in a diverse and

independent press. YOU have also scheduled only
one public hearing regarding this issue. The

FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes,
and combined with a very short public comment
period Ican only surmise that you hope to sneak
these changes past the American people. |
certainly didn't find out about them as a result

of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your
leadership is not using what is in the

interests of the American public as it's guiding
principle, but instead is thinking of what is

most profitable for a few huge corporations who
only care about the bottom line, not about whai

is good for democracy.



—
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Sincerely yours,

Mr. Justin Wallace

1017 Key St. Apt.1

Belligham, WA 98225

Care2 make the world greener!

Find out who's green and who's not! Use Care2's Green Thumbs-up!
http://www.care2.corn/go/z/4029
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From: Denise Hoselton

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Dale: 1/29/0310:11PM

Subject: FCC don't allow media monopolies

Dear Commissioner:

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially
free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and
monopolies.

Inthe 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of
these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the

National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule
and the Dual Network Rule.

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of
local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media
giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local
news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are
further compromised.

Commissioner, i urge you to make sure the FCC does nat relax or drop these vital
regulatory rules.

Sincerely,
Denise Hoselton

4126 Carol Ave.
Fremont, CA 94538

DO YOU YAHOO! Get your free @yahoo.com address at http://mail.yahoo.com
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From: Michael Pearson

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: 1/29/0310:12PM

Subject: FCC don't allow media monopolies

Dear Commissioner:

One 0f the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially
free and independent is the set & FCC regulations restricting consolidation and
monopolies.

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of
these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the
National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule
and the Dual Network Rule.

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase o
local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media
giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if
local news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views

are turther compromised.

Commissioner, | urge you 1o make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital
regulatory rules.

Sincerely,

Michael Pearson
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From: Denise Hoselton

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/0310:12PM

Subject: FCC don't allow media monopolies

Dear Commissioner Powell:

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially free
and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and monopolies

Inthe 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these
protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National
Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual

Network Rule.

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local and
independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media giants. The cost
to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial
freedom and access |0 a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised.

Commissioner Powell, 1 urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital
regulatory rules.

Sincerely,
Denise Hoselton

4126 Carol Ave.
Fremont, CA 94538

DO YOU YAHOO! Get your free Qyahoo.com address at http://mail.yahoo.com
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From: Michael Pearson

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 10:12PM

Subject: FCC don't allow media monopolies

Dear Commissioner Powell:

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least
partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting
consolidation and monopolies.

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back

many of these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast
Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio
Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule.

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the
purchase of local and independent newspapers and radio and television
stations by large media giants. The cost to the American People and
Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial freedom and
access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised.

Commissioner Powell, | urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop
these vital regulatory rules.

Sincerely,

Michael Pearson
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From: Dennis Slade SR

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 8:21AM

Subject: FCC protect media independence

Dear Commissioner Powell:

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially
free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and

monopolies.

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning lo roll back many of
these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the
National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule
and the Dual Network Rule.

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of
local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media
giants. The cost to the American People and Demaocracy will be far too high if
local news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views

are turther compromised.

Commissioner Powell, | urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these
vital regulatory rules.

Sincerely,
Shem D. Sa-Akhi

25 E. 16th St
Brooklyn, NY 11226-2611
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From: Dennis Slade SR

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: 1/29/038:21AM

Subject: FCC protect media independence

Dear Commissioner:

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially free
and independent is the set 0f FCC regulations restricting consolidation and monopolies.

Inthe 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these
protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National
Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual

Network Rule.

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local and
independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media giants. The cost
to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial
freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised.

commissioner, | urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital
regulatory rules.

Sincerely,

Shem D. Sa-Akhi
25 E. 16th St
Brooklyn, NY 11226-2611
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From: Dennis Slade SR

To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/03 9:50AM

Subject: FCC protect media independence

Dear Commissioner:

One dof the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least
partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations
restricting consolidation and monopolies.

Inthe 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back
many of these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast
Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local
Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule.

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the
purchase of local and independent newspapers and radio and television
stations by large media giants. The cost to the American People and
Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial freedom and
access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised.

Commissioner, | urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop
these vital regulatory rules.

Sincerely,
Shem D. Sa-Akhi

25 E. 16th St
Brooklyn, NY 11226-2611
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From: Christina Wilts
To: Mike Powell
Date: 1/28/03 11:.24AM
Subject: FCC Regulations

Michael K. Powell
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Gwnership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War Il, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands dof a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought to defend from our countrys birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period | can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didnt find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as its guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most profitable for a few huge

corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy.

Sincerely yours,

Christina Wilts

109E8
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Muscatine. |IA 52761
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From: Joanna Henderson

To: Mike Powell
Date: 1/28/031:13PM
Subject: FCC rules changes

Dear Chairman Powell,

We have just become aware of the proposal lor rule changes in your
department which would give unprecedented power to a few corporations to
control the media in this country. The restrictions on how many media
outlets one corporation can own, nationally and locally, should be
maintained. This is in the best interest of the public which, in a

Democracy such as ours, deserves to have diversity of access to information.

We are not a totalitarian regime. We do not need to have the flow of
information controlled by a handful of people. Reports which focus on the
economic impact do not take this important aspect into consideration.
Please do not grant monopolistic powers which will not serve the people of

this country.
sincerely,

Mr. and Mrs. S. Henderson
Oregon, USA

The new MSN 8: advanced junk mail protection and 2 months FREE'
http://join.msn.com/?page=features/junkmail
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From: sue doolen

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/27/032:26PM

Subject: fcc rules governing ownership of the media

Dear Mr. Powell:

I urge the FCC to oppose relaxation of the current
rules of ownership regarding media sources, so that
our country will continue to have diversity of

ownership, rather than concentration of ownership in a
few corporations. Our freedom to know all opinions and
have full knowledge is at stake.

Sincerely,
SueDonna Doolen

411 NW 16th St.
Corvallis. OR 97330

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.
http://mailplus.yahoo.com
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From: Aaron StripMall SideShow

To: Mike Powell

Dale: 1/30/03 2:48AM

Subject: FCC's relaxation of regulations prohibiting consolidation

lwrite to you as a member of the voting public, as well as someone who has worked in the music industry.
The FCC's relaxation of regulations prohibiting consolidation is an enormous disappointment.

The consolidation of radio station ownership, coupled with the increase in barriers to small community

radio stations, has reduced the quality of radio. It has also had an enormously deleterious effect on the
music industry. Most importantly, it harms the free flow of ideas that forms the bedrock of our culture.

Aaron Gates
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From: Moody

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/19/03 9:04PM
Subject: Freedom of Press..,

Michael K. Powell
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. SW
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Ownership Rules.

The proposed conglomeration ot media into the hands of the few and wealthy corporations does NOT
allign with our 1stammendment, which states "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press, or
the right of the people peaceablyto assemble, and o petition the Government for a redress of
grievances." | believe this also gives the public a right, in some sense or another, lo decide whether or not

they want a few people to decide what the media considers "newsworthy".

These changes also appear to contradict the very concepts of democracy. If we wanted a media run by
one entity, we could always follow the fine example of old communist Russia, in which the corrupt
government decided what the public needed to hear, and killed or imprisoned all who opposed.

In closing, Iwould like to say that | very much love the USA, and the last thing | want is for it to become
another totalitarian nation. Please consider my request, and those of concerned Americans everywhere. in
the upcoming decision.

Respectfully yours,

Brian Moody
1401 Poinciana

Rockport, TX 78382
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From: Karen Eicher

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 10:41PM

Subject: Further deregulation is not the answer

Dear Mr. Powell,

| have heard that the FCC is considering further deregulation with will make it easier for monster
corporations like Clear Channel to own more stations, newspapers and other media outlets.

I'm 43 years old and tolally disgusted with radio today. The same 10 songs are replayed over and over for
weeks, if not months. There are artists that are selling millions of albums, yet do not get any spins on
Clear Channel stations because they are either not paying them enough, or touring with companies other
then the Clear Channel owned SFX. Hooray for Free Enterprise.

New music is being spread around on the internet because radio won't take chances. A perfect example
of this is John Mayer. | heard buzz about him on message boards months before radio would even start

to play his songs.
Rumors are rampant that payola is the norm now for record companies to get Clear Channel to play their

artists. I remember in lhe 1970's, DJ's were fined &/or kicked off the radio for doing this. One of the high
members of CC was removed from his posilion because rumor had it he'd angered too many record

companies.

In this day and age with the Enron's and other corporalions and lheir executives being accused of
underhanded dealings, do we really needto create a situation that will enable more corporate greed to

fester?

The media of the United States of America were once considered superior to all other countries because
of the checks and balances made to keep it unbiased. Deregulation has eliminated that in a huge way.

Please disregard corporate pressure and stop the further baslardization of how American's get their
entertainment and news.
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From: Paul Smith

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/14/037:07PM

Subject: Hearing on new rules regarding media ownership

Dear Mr. Powell:

| am very concerned about preserving diversity in
media. Recent proposals to remove restrictions on the
ownership of multilpie media sources in one market
threaten the integrity of our democratic process.
Recent media coverage of our government's drive
towards war already displays an alarming lack of
diversity. Please do not accelerate this process
through approval of the new rules.

Paul A. Smith
738 S Union Ave #303
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.
http://mailplus.yahoo.com
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From: anniebluepoet@aol.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair Competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

Ido not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints

will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission t©
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profoundas the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracyi, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the

process.
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Thank you,
Ann C. Bracken

11243A Skilift Ct.
Columbia, MD, 21044
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From: lynborisof @ rcn.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket NO. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

J am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the
Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. Init's
goals to promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media
market. | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the

current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of already huge
companies in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate the negative affects media deregulation and consolidation
have had on media diversity. While there may indeed be more sources
of media than ever before, the spectrum of views presented have
become more limited.

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of current
events is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our
forefathers believed that democracy was best served by a diverse
marketplace of ideas. If the FCC allows our media outlets to merge,
our ability to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety
of viewpoints will be compromised.

The public interestwill best be served by preserving media ownership
rules in question in this proceeding.

In addition, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on

this matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. | strongly encourage
the Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country

and solicit the widest possible participation trom the public. The
rarified, lawyerly atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an
appropriate decision-making venue when questions as profound as the
freedom of our media are at stake. | encourage the Commissioners to
come out and meet some of the people who do not have a financial
interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our
democracy, it is important that the Commission take the time to
review these issues more thoroughly and allow the American people to
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have a meaningful say in the process.
Thank you,

Lyn Borisof
Lyn Borisof

4250 N. Marine Dr. #1515
Chicago
Chicago, IL, 60613
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From: drewbelll3130aol.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/03 10:21AM

Subject: I oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debafe and discussion d current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints

will be compromised.

lurge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, [ support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners o come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the

process.



Sharon Jenkins - | oppose media concentration! N T Pagez]

Thank you.

Andrew Bell

7635 St. Andrews Rd
Rancho Santa Fe, CA, 92067
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From: Joyce Asfour

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Date: 1/29/03 9:49AM

Subject: Keep media free and competitive

Dear Commissioner:

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at
least partially free and independentis the set of FCC regulations
restricting consolidation and monopolies.

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll

back many of these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast
Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local
Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the
purchase of local and independent newspapers and radio and television
stations by large media giants. The cost to the American People and
Democracy will be far too high it local news, reportorial freedom and
access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised.

Commissioner, | urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop
these vital regulatory rules.

Sincerely,
Joyce W. Asfour

6037 Cary Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45224

Get the Internetjust the way you want it.
Free software, free e-mail, and free Internet access for a month!
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